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 67.	Sir Hari Singh Gour':   But that was necessi
tated by the fact that before the Reforms the Euro
pean  shipping   agencies   in   India   did   not  receive
Indian apprentices for training on board their ships.
—There were no apprentices  to   receive   until   the
Dufferin was started.
 68.	I   am  not   talking  about  the   Dufferin,   but
of the European companies trading within India.—
But you cannot take them until you have them.    If
there are no Indian cadets, how can they take Indian
apprentices ?
 69.	No effort was made by the Government of
India to train Indians as seamen and as officers ?—
Not until the Dvfferin was started.    That is correct.
^ 70. That  was  started  under  the   reformed   con
stitution ?—Yes.

 71.	When was it started ?—Two years ago—not
quite two years, I think.
 72.	Not even two years ?—Yes.
 73.	Is it more correct to say about a year ago ?
—About eighteen months ago.
 74.	How many  Indians  are now under  training
in that ship ?—Thirty a year at present.
 75.	Now, as regards this convention about grant
ing fiscal autonomy to India, you say that you send
tip your provisional recommendations to the Secretary
of State ?—The provisional proposals.
 76.	Yes, you send up the   provisional proposals
to the Secretary of State and the Secretary of State
thereupon makes some observations sometimes, and
sometimes he has no observations to make ?—Yes.
 77.	Have you  ever come to  a decision,  a final
decision, without reference to the Secretary of State ?
—No.
 78.	If you will kindly read the passage at page 27
(Joint   Select   Committee's   Report)   you   will   see
this:   "In the opinion of  the Committee therefore
" the Secretary of State should as far as possible
" avoid interference on this subject when the Govern-
" ment of India and the legislature are in agreement."
That is to say, as soon as the Government of India
and the legislature are in agreement the Secretary
of State stands aside ?—ThaX. is correct.
The Chair-man : What it says is that when that happens he should as far as possible avoid interference. It goes on to say what are the exceptional cases in which he should intervene.
 79.	Sir lffari Singh Gour:   Subject of course to
what follows.    What I  mean is this.    Has  there
been any case,  or liave there been any cases in
which in response to the observations made by the
Secretary of State the Government of India had
modified their tentative proposals ?—We might have
modified  in  small  details.    He  might  have  made
some very pungent criticism of some mistake we
had made or some miscalculation.    But I can recall
no case in which there was any material alteration
in principle.
 80.	Are those tentative proposals brought to the
notice of the legislature ?—No.    We bring up the
final proposals.
81.	Consequently the legislature has no means of
knowing what your provisional proposals were and
how far they have been modified in consequence of
the observations made by the Secretary of State ?	
No.
 82.	In other words, how far your proposals were
uninfluenced by the Secretary of State and how far
those proposals have since been .influenced by the
observations of the Secretary of State ?—No, they
do not know.
 83.	Is not that a complaint with the Legislative
Assembly in regard to the question of granting fiscal
autonomy to- India, in regard  to the upholding of
this convention whereby when, there is agreement
between the Government of India and €he legislature
the Secretary of State should not interfere ?    When
the Government of India itself is subject-to the
supervision, direction and control of ,the Secretary
of State it deprives the Government of India of that
power which it otherwise would have had of deciding
for  itself ?-*-It  would,   if  the  Secretary   of  State
 exercised supervision, direction and control in this matter ; but in this matter it has never been his practice to do so. He merely makes his observations, which we may accept or reject as we like, and we do-'not always accept his observations.
 84.	Now,   as   regards   the   question   of   Imperial
preference, you say that the Legislative  Assembly
naturally is  sensitive to the question  of  Imperial
preference.    A   question   was   put   by   Sir   Arthur
Froom  as to whether the  Legislative Assembly is
opposed to Imperial preference,  and you said that
there have been certain observations from members
but no decision ?—Yes.
 85.	Is it not the sense of the Legislative Assembly
that Imperial preference as such must be a matter
of contract between India and England ?—I should
say so.
 86.	That  England  cannot   force   in   some   subtle
and indirect manner Imperial prefe'rence upon India ?
—That is right.
The Chairman :  England, has not attempted to do so.
 87.	Sir Hari Singh Gour:   Nobody suggests that.
But that  is  the feeling.    India  is   quite  prepared
to  have   Imperial  preference,   but  as   a  matter   of
contract ?—Yes.    They do not  object to  Imperial
preference as such, but they want to be sure what
the economic advantage in any particular case would
be.    If there is  an economic  advantage   I  do  not
think there will be any opposition ;   but it will be
considered from the business point of view, not from
the sentimental point of view.
 88.	That  point of  view  was   expressed   I   think
in connection with the Cinema Enquiry Committee.
It was suggested that 20 per cent, of the films should
be British, but the other side said that you must
at the same time develop our films and a  similar
percentage of our films should be taken in England ?
—Yes.
 89.	In other words, some sort of reciprocity ?—I
can recollect that when this question was debated
by the Council"of State, the leader of the  swaraj
party  agreed with the idea that there was great
advantage in Empire films  being  used within  the
Empire, in'order that the different parts might  get
to know each other.    I remember that quite well.
 90.	Consequently India is not opposed to Imperial
preference ?—No.    I  never  suggested  that.    I   say
that she is not, in favour of Imperial preference from
sentimental considerations ;   but if in any particular
case it turns out to be to her economic advantage
to have some kind of preferential tariff with any part
of the Empire, I do not think they would oppose
it on  sentimental  grounds,   at  least the majority
would not oppose it.
 91.	In connection with the Steel Bill you remember
the  question  of   Imperial   preference   was   raised.
. Was not that Bill carried by a small majority ?—Yes, by a small majority.
 92.	I do not think you remember the majority ?—
It was 6 or 7.    Very small.
 93.	Now as regards your department.    Commerce
and Industries formed one department, is it not ?—
Yes.
 94.	Industry is now a transferred subject ?—Not
in the Government of India.
 95.	In  the  provinces ?—Yes,  that  is  right,   the
development of industries.
96.. And how is industry co-related to commerce ? •  Are they not two ?—The Department of Industries and Labour in the Government of India.
97.	1* am not talking of the technical side of it
Industries and Commerce went together and were
in charge of one Member because they were regarded
as allied .departments.  .Now the fact is that " In-
• du&'&ries M (has been provincialised and transferred. Does it affect the development of industries ?—Well, I think you should ask the Industries Secretary about that.
98.	The   Chairman   Mir. .McWatfcers ?—rXes.    It
is only when an industry 'wants protection that it
comes to us.

